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Allaah said in the Quran that: 
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«And do not mix the truth with falsehood or conceal the truth while you 


know [it]» [Al-Bagarah: 42] 


Some days back, | watched a video of one Abu Khadeejah in Oke-Odo 
making some claims and it became clear to me that he is from those that 
mix the truth with falsehood or conceal the truth while he knows it. He 
committed so many crimes against Islam and Muslims but this article 
would be concerned with one of these crimes, Insha Allaah. WHICH IS 


HIS DOUBT SURROUNDING THE ACCEPTANCE AND USAGE OF THE 


ACCOUNT OF A SINGLE TRUSTWORTHY PERSON WITHOUT NEEDING TO 


CONFIRM BEFORE USING IT. As time goes on, some other crimes would 


be faced as well Insha Allaah. 


Firstly, why exactly is this topic important, | mean accepting the account 
of a single trustworthy person? It is important to note that Allaah 


mentioned in the Quran that: 
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«O you who have believed, if there comes to you a faasiq with 
information, investigate, lest you harm a people out of ignorance and 


become, over what you have done, regretful» [Al-Hujurat: 6] 


From this verse, the Muslims already had the consensus of accepting the 
account of a trustworthy one right from the time of the Sahabah till the 
period where the mutakallimoon (people of rhetoric) from the 
mu’tazilah showed up their ugly faces and started opposing the 
consensus of the Muslims in this affair, and they entered into the ayah 


where Allaah said: 
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«And whoever opposes the Messenger after guidance has become clear 


to him AND FOLLOWS OTHER THAN THE WAY OF THE BELIEVERS - We 


will give him what he has taken and drive him into Hell, and evil it is as a 


destination» [An-Nisaa: 115] 


Therefore, they followed other than the way of the believers in this affair 


and claimed that we don’t accept the account of a single trustworthy 


person (in issues of aqeedah, halal, haram and penalties) until it is 


verified by way of having many people say it (tawaatur). 


There are many proofs from the Quran, Sunnah and consensus of the 


muslims that point to the fact that ACCEPTANCE OF THE ACCOUNT OF 


ONE TRUSTWORTHY PERSON _IS_WELL-ESTABLISHED _IN_ISLAM, 


therefore anyone going against this is going against what Allaah has said, 
what His Messenger has established and what the Muslims from the time 


of the Sahabah were upon down to after 100years after the hijrah. 


AS FOR THE QURAN: 


Allaah said: 
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«O you who have believed, if there comes to you a faasiq with 
information, investigate, lest you harm a people out of ignorance and 


become, over what you have done, regretful» [Al-Hujurat: 6] 


Imam As-Sa’di mentioned in his tafseer as regards this ayah that: 


“In it is proof that the account of a single trustworthy person is 


accepted” 


Allaah also mentioned in the Quran that: 
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«And We certainly sent into every nation a messenger, [saying], 


"Worship Allah and avoid Taghut [An-Nahl: 36] 


It is clear that Allaah sent only one messenger to each nation and it was 
compulsory upon them to accept that message even though it came from 


just one trustworthy person, the Messenger in this case. 


AS FOR THE SUNNAH: 


On the authority of Abullaah Ibn Umar — may Allaah be pleased with both 
of them — he said: “While some people were praying Salaah As-Subh at 
(masjid) Quba, suddenly someone came to them and said: verily a 
revelation from the Quran has descended on the Prophet - sallallaahu 
alayhi wa sallam - at the night (before Subh) and he has been ordered to 
face the Qiblah (Makkah). Their faces were facing Shaam, so they turned 
towards the Kabbah (all at once)” (Narrated by Al-Bukhari and Muslim). 


As we can see, it was only one person that brought this narration and 
they accepted it and used it because the person who told them is 


trustworthy to them. 


Also, the Prophet sent only Mu’aadh to Yemen, to teach them the whole 
religion and it became compulsory upon them to accept Mu’aadh’s 
account else proof would be established against them that the deen of 


Islam got to them but they didn’t accept it. 


AS FOR THE CONSENSUS OF THE MUSLIMS: 


lbn Hazm mentioned: “All the adherents of Islam (from the time of the 
Sahabah) were upon accepting the account of a single trustworthy 
person from the Prophet - sallallaahu alayhi wa salaam. Each group were 
upon that (as to how they receive) their knowledge like the people of 
sunnah, the khawaarij, the shiah, the qadariyyah until the advent of the 
mutakallimoon from the mu’tazilah after 100 years from the history (of 


Islam), therefore they went against the consensus by way of that. In fact, 


Amr Ibn Ubayd (Al-mu’taziliy) used to worship with what he narrated 
from (only) Hasan Al-basriy and he issues rulings with it. This is known by 


anybody that has the slightest knowledge of that” (Al-Ihkaam 1/114) 


After all of these, Abu Khadeejah Oke-Odo still claims that one should 
not accept the account of a trustworthy person until after confirming. 
The funny thing is, he brought the same hadeeth used to cause doubt by 
the mu’tazilah as one of his “proofs” to say it is not compulsory to accept 
the account of a single trustworthy person. Here is the hadeeth brought 


and the refutation to the doubt cast through it: 


Abu Hurayrah (may Allah be pleased with him) reported that the Prophet 
(may Allah's peace and blessings be upon him) performed one of the 
afternoon prayers (the sub-narrator Muhammad said: "I think that it was 
most probably the ‘Asr prayer") and he finished it after offering two 
Rak‘ahs only. He then stood near a piece of wood in front of the mosque 
and put his hand on it. Abu Bakr and ‘Umar were amongst those who 
were present, but they dared not talk to him about it (because of being 
awed by him), and those who were in a hurry went out. They said: "Has 
the prayer been reduced?" A man who was called Dhu al-Yadayn by the 
Prophet (may Allah's peace and blessings be upon him) said (to the 
Prophet): "Has the prayer been reduced or did you forget?" He said: 
"Neither have | forgotten, nor has the prayer been reduced." He said: 
"Certainly you have forgotten." [Then he asked (the people), is it as Dhu 
Al-Yadayn said? Then they made gestures of affirmation] So the Prophet 
offered two more Rak‘ahs and ended the prayer with Taslim. Then he 


said Takbir and performed a prostration like his ordinary prostration or 


a bit longer. Then he raised his head and said Takbir. Then he put his 
head down and performed a prostration like his ordinary prostration or 


a bit longer. Then he raised his head and said Takbir. [Al-Bukhari] 


From here he deduced, just like the mu’tazilah, that the Prophet did not 


accept the account Dhu al-Yadayn until he confirmed from other 
Sahabah. This understanding is faulty and has been explained by Ibn 


Hajar Al-asqalaani in his Fath Al-Baari where he said: 


“The reason he had restrain in accepting the account (of Dhu Al-Yadayn) 


is because he informed him with something DIFFERENT FROM WHAT HE 


STRONGLY BELIEVED IN.” 


Ibn Uthaymeen also mentioned here from the 0:49 stamp to 1:41: 


“But there is no proof in it (that you don’t accept the account of one 
trustworthy person) because the Prophet sallallaahu alayhi wa sallam 
had certainty with him — as he thought — that he didn’t (pray the salaah) 
incompletely. The proof for that is when Dhu Al-Yadayn said to him “did 
you forget or the salaah has been reduced?” He said, “I didn’t forget 


neither has the salaah been reduced” this shows that he was sure that 


he did not forget. Therefore, when an individual is sure of something 


and someone tells him the opposite of his certainty, there is need for a 
murajjih (something to tell you the correct out of the two), for this 
reason he asked the Sahabah, when they agreed with Dhu Al-Yadayn, 
he completed the salaah.” 


Therefore, it becomes clear that there is no proof in what Abu Khadeejah 
Oke-Odo said, because there was a reason the Prophet tried to confirm, 
he didn’t confirm because it was narrated by one person but because his 
account kicked against what he strongly believed in as mentioned by Ibn 
Hajar, because it was an action he himself carried out and was sure there 
was no forgetfulness, therefore he needed a convincing proof that Dhu 
Al-Yadayn isn’t the one that was mistaken since other Sahabah like Abu 
Bakr and Umar were there and did not say such. This goes inline with the 
well-known principle, “certainty does not go due to doubt.” Since the 
Prophet was certain and Dhu Al-Yadayn mentioned something that 
caused him to doubt, he couldn’t take of his certainty due to the doubt 
he now has, so he needed to affirm in order to be sure that the new 


information is actually a certainty that supersedes his former certainty! 


It’s actually funny that the mu’tazilah who started this funny 
methodology of not accepting the account of a single trustworthy person 


except with some conditions would use a weak hadeeth that is narrated 


by one single individual that is not trustworthy when the hadeeth 


conforms with their wish, an example of that is the weak hadeeth 


quoted by Al-Qaadiy Abdul-Jabbar Al-Mu’taziliy to prove his false stance 
that the actions of the slaves of Allaah have not been pre-created?, in 
this hadeeth he attributed a statement to Aisha — radiyallaahu anha — 
that she said “Every affair has been completed” then the Prophet got 
angry and said “If every affair has been completed then why was | raised 
(as a Messenger)?” This hadeeth quoted by Al-Qaadiy Abdul-Jabbar Al- 
Mu’taziliy has no chain of narration, not mentioned in any book of 
hadeeth nor tafseer, it was the account of Al-Qaadiy Abdul-Jabbar 
himself. Yet the mu’tazilah accepted it because it conforms with their 
false madhhab (school of thought). 

What is even funnier is, you'll see this same kind of conduct of the 
mu’tazilah from those (Abu Khadeejah Oke-Odo and his fanboys) that 
claim that they don’t accept the account of one person except after 
confirmation. When the account of that one person conforms with their 
desires, they accept it without any confirmation even if the person that 
told them is not someone they would trust normally. An example of this 
is the discussion that transpired between a fanboy of Abu Khadeejah 


Oke-Odo and me. He badged into my DM and sent me some links 


1 This goes against the ayah where Allaah said: 
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«While Allah created you and that which you do?"» [As-Saffat: 96] 


“refuting” a supposed statement | made about Abu Khadeejah Oke-Odo. 
Then | asked him, if he confirmed that | actually made that statement 
before using it against me? He couldn’t respond and was dumbfounded, 
although he tried to shift the goalpost to something else where he also 
failed woefully and | later blocked him. The point is, these individuals 
claim that they confirm narrations before using them, my supposed 
statement was narrated to this fanboy of Abu Khadeejah Oke-Odo and 
he didn’t confirm and verify — as per their methodology — before using it. 
This proves one important thing about those that usually claim to verify 
before using accounts of trustworthy people, and that thing is, they only 
“verify” a piece of information that goes against their desires INORDER 


TO REJECT THE INFORMATION WITH SILLY EXCUSES. But they accept the 


information of anybody, trustworthy or not, if it conforms with their 
desires. This is the exact thing the mu’tazilah did and was the reason this 
evil methodology was established in the first place as we’ve seen in an 
example of Al-Qaadiy Abdul-Jabbar using an unfound hadeeth to 
buttress his false stance. So, these individuals are following the footsteps 


of the Mu’tazilah, they know it or not. 


Wa sallallaahu ala Muhammad Wa ala Aalihi wa sahib wa sallam 
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